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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to a request for continued examination under 37 CFR 
1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), which was filed in this application after 
final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 
1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 05 November 2009 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1 and 15 were amended. 

3. Claims 6-14, 19 and 20 were cancelled. 

4. Claims 1-5 and 15-18 are pending in this Office Action. 



Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1 and 15 are objected to because of the following informalities: the claims use the 
terms "advertize" and "advertizing," respectively. It is thought that Applicant meant to write 
"advertise" and "advertising," respectively. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1-5 and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ramaswamy et al. (U.S. 2006/0242325) in view of Deshpande (U.S. 2005/0086355) in view 
of Gilbert et al. (U.S. 2002/0073138) and further in view of Miller (U.S. 7,382,879). 

Ramaswamy teaches the invention substantially as claimed including the transcoder, 
which is also coupled to the home network, is adapted to receive media content and metadata 
from a first media consumption device, to transcode the media content and metadata from a 
first format to second format, and to supply the transcoded media content and metadata to the 
second media consumption device in the second format (see Abstract). 

8. With respect to claim 1, Ramaswamy teaches an article comprising: a storage medium 
comprising machine-readable instructions stored thereon to execute a discoverable home 
network transcoder server (Ramaswamy, Fig. 1, reference numeral 22; page 2, paragraph 15) 
to communicatively couple to a media server to receive media signals from the media server 
(Ramaswamy, Fig. 1, reference numeral 24; page 2, paragraph 16), to convert the media 
signals to a format compatible with more than one media Tenderers, and to transmit the 
converted signals to the more than one media Tenderers (Ramaswamy, page 3, paragraph 24), 
wherein the media signals are converted by the discoverable home network transcoder server 
before the media signals are requested by any of the more than one media Tenderers 
(Ramaswamy, Fig. 4; pages 5-6, paragraph 34). 

Ramaswamy does not explicitly teach use of a Universal Plug and Play protocol. 
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However, Deshpande teaches a server utilizing a Universal Plug and Play (UPnP) 
protocol (Deshpande, page 3, paragraph 37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Ramaswamy in view of Deshpande in order to enable the use of a 
Universal Plug and Play protocol. One would be motivated to do so in order to enable a 
UPnP AV Media Server device to perform transcoding and/or protocol translation which 
improves interoperability and is therefore beneficial from the consumer point of view. 

The combination of Ramaswamy and Deshpande does not explicitly teach monitoring 
and transcoding new content when new content becomes available. 

However, Gilbert teaches in response to monitoring of the server (Gilbert, page 10, claim 
24, lines 4-5) and transcoding of new content when the new content becomes available on the 
server (Gilbert, page 11, claim 24, lines 31-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combination of Ramaswamy and Deshpande in view of Gilbert order 
to enable monitoring and transcoding new content when new content becomes available. One 
would be motivated to do so in order to enable to collect and process data records. 

The combination of Ramaswamy, Deshpande and Gilbert does not explicitly teach 
advertising the availability of media files with the media server. 

However, Miller teaches to advertise availability of the converted media signals (Miller, 
col. 2, line 61 - col. 3, line 54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combination of Ramaswamy, Deshpande and Gilbert in view of 
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Miller in order to enable advertising the availability of media files with the media server. One 
would be motivated to do so in order to enable distribution of digital content over computer 
networks such as the Internet. 

9. With respect to claim 2, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 1, 
including the article wherein the more than one media Tenderers comprise media Tenderers 
selected from the group consisting of a speaker, a video display, a video display/speaker 
combination, a flat panel monitor, a liquid crystal display screen, an audio speaker, a plasma 
screen television display, and a high definition television display (Ramaswamy, page 1, 
paragraph 13). 

10. With respect to claim 3, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 1, 
including the article wherein the discoverable home network transcoder server further 
comprises a transrating module (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 27; Fig. 5A, reference 
numerals 90 and 92 and Fig. 5B, reference numerals 120 and 122; page 4, paragraphs 29-30). 

11. With respect to claim 4, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 1, 
including the article wherein the discoverable home network transcoder server comprises a 
software module to execute on the media server (Ramaswamy, Fig. 1, reference numeral 24; 
page 2, paragraph 16 and page 5, paragraph 34). 
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12. With respect to claim 5, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 4, 
including the article wherein the software module further comprises a transrating module 
(Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 27; Fig. 5A, reference numerals 90 and 92 and Fig. 5B, 
reference numerals 120 and 122; page 4, paragraphs 29-30). 

13. With respect to claim 15, Ramaswamy teaches a method comprising: incorporating a 
home network media renderer by a client of a home network, the client being a module in a 
web browser having a network application program that supports a first media file format for 
the home network media renderer (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 26); encoding the home 
network media renderer in the first media file format to support media files of the first media 
file format (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 28); converting a media file to a second media 
file format before receiving a request for the media file (Ramaswamy, Fig. 4; pages 5-6, 
paragraph 34); requesting from a media server with the network application program of the 
client the media file in the second media file format (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 26); 
and recognizing with a discoverable home network transcoder server that the media file is of 
the second media file format and converting the home network media renderer of the network 
application program to the second media file format prior to providing the media file to the 
web browser module of the client (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 27). 

Ramaswamy does not explicitly teach use of a Universal Plug and Play protocol. 
However, Deshpande teaches a server utilizing a Universal Plug and Play (UPnP) 
protocol (Deshpande, page 3, paragraph 37). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Ramaswamy in view of Deshpande in order to enable the use of a 
Universal Plug and Play protocol. One would be motivated to do so in order to enable a 
UPnP AV Media Server device to perform transcoding and/or protocol translation which 
improves interoperability and is therefore beneficial from the consumer point of view. 

The combination of Ramaswamy and Deshpande does not explicitly teach monitoring 
and transcoding new content when new content becomes available. 

However, Gilbert teaches in response to monitoring of the server (Gilbert, page 10, claim 
24, lines 4-5) and transcoding of new content when the new content becomes available on the 
server (Gilbert, page 11, claim 24, lines 31-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combination of Ramaswamy and Deshpande in view of Gilbertin 
order to enable monitoring and transcoding new content when new content becomes 
available. One would be motivated to do so in order to enable to collect and process data 
records. 

The combination of Ramaswamy, Deshpande and Gilbert does not explicitly teach 
advertising the availability of media files with the media server. 

However, Miller teaches advertising availability of the media file in the second media 
format with the media server (Miller, col. 2, line 61 - col. 3, line 54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combination of Ramaswamy, Deshpande and Gilbert in view of 
Miller in order to enable advertising the availability of media files with the media server. One 
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would be motivated to do so in order to enable distribution of digital content over computer 
networks such as the Internet. 

14. With respect to claim 16, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 15, 
including the method wherein the client comprises a graphical user interface to contact the 
media server (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 26). 

15. With respect to claim 17, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 15, 
including the method wherein said incorporating the home network media renderer by the 
client comprises providing a list of available media Tenderers and selecting the home network 
media renderer from the list of available media Tenderers (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 
28). 

16. With respect to claim 18, Ramaswamy teaches the invention described in claim 17, 
including the method further comprising converting the selected home network media 
renderer to recognize the first media file format prior to passing the home network media 
renderer to the client (Ramaswamy, page 4, paragraph 27). 
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Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant's amendments and arguments with respect to claims 1-5 and 15-18 filed on 05 
November 2009 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in view of the 
new grounds of rejection. 

18. Applicant Argues: Ramaswamy does not expressly or inherently disclose transcoding (or 
converting) data before it is requested by a media renderer. 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that the combination of Ramaswamy, 
Deshpande and Gilbert teaches wherein the media signals are converted by the discoverable 
home network transcoder server (the transcoder may be configured to demultiplex an 
incoming media content signal) before the media signals are requested by any of the more 
than one media Tenderers (after the transcoding has been performed, the transcoder may 
instead be stored in the memory by the server for consumption at a later time - see 
Ramaswamy, Fig. 4; pages 5-6, paragraph 34) in response to monitoring of the media server 
(server 24) and transcoding of new content when the new content becomes available on the 
media server (Ramaswamy, Fig. 4; pages 5-6, paragraph 34). This renders the rejection 
proper, and thus the rejection stands. 

19. Applicant Argues: Gilbert is cited to teach monitoring availability of files. While Gilbert 
may disclose monitoring of a server, Gilbert is directed to removal of identification 
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information from available files. This has nothing to do with transcoding of media files. 
Therefore, the proposed modification of the cited references would require change to the 
principles of operation embedded in the cited references. The proposed modification of the 
prior art cannot change the principle of operation. See MPEP § 2 143. 01 (VI). 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that in this case, it has been shown that 
Ramaswamy is directed to a transcoder, which is adapted to receive media content and 
metadata from a first media consumption device, to transcode the media content and 
metadata from a first format to a second format, and to supply the transcoded media content 
and metadata to the second media consumption device in the second format (see 
Ramaswamy, Abstract). In analogous art, Deshpande is drawn to systems and methods for 
identifying original streams of media content in a media content directory (see Deshpande, 
Abstract). Finally, in additionally analogous art, Gilbert is drawn to data collection, data 
warehousing, data mining and data marketing relating to a need to collect and process data 
records (see Gilbert, page 1, paragraph 7). 

Additionally, the motivation to combine Ramaswamy and Deshpande was given in the 
rejection as "to enable a UPnP AV Media Server device to perform transcoding and/or 
protocol translation which improves interoperability and is therefore beneficial from the 
consumer point of view (see Deshpande, page 1, paragraph 4)." The motivation to coming 
the combination of Ramaswamy and Deshpande was given in the rejection as "in order to 
enable to collect and process data records (see Gilbert, page 1, paragraph 7)." 

Moreover, the KSR decision supports the rationale that all the claimed elements were 
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known in the prior art and one skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed 
by known methods with no change in their respective functions, and the combination would 
have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 
Ramaswamy was used as the primary reference, which is seen as disclosing all of the claimed 
subject matter except for that detailing the use of UPnP protocol, and monitoring and 
transcoding new content when new content becomes available. However, UPnP protocol 
limitations are covered by Deshpande, while the monitoring and transcoding new content 
limitations are covered by Gilbert. So all of the component parts of the claim are known in 
Ramaswamy, Deshpande and Gilbert. Thus, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to use the UPnP protocol taught by Deshpande and the monitoring for 
new content taught by Gilbert with the transcoder discussed in the Ramaswamy reference, 
since a UPnP protocol and monitoring for new content could be used in combination with a 
transcoder to achieve the predictable results of providing the ability to encode and 
disseminate new content as quickly as it arrives on the server. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Ramaswamy, Deshpande and Gilbert. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alicia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at M-Th 7am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jeffrey Pwu can be reached on (571) 272-6798. The fax number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (57 1 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alicia Baturay 
November 19, 2009 

/Benjamin R Bruckart/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2446 



